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Response to comment I101-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-2 
The EIR analyzes the Delta Plan’s significant adverse impacts on the 
environment. It provides a general description of existing conditions, 
including concerns about sea level rise (e.g., DPEIR at 2A-89), but does 
not analyze the impacts of climate change on the existing environment. 

Response to comment I101-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Final Draft Delta 
Plan includes performance measures to gauge the Plan’s furtherance of the 
coequal goals. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.  

Response to comment I101-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.  

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-6 
As revised in the Final Delta Plan, Policy RR P2 requires new residential 
development of five or more parcels outside of defined urban and 
urbanizing areas and Legacy Communities to be protected through 
floodproofing. Please see Section 2 of this FEIR for the complete text of 
the policy. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment I101-8 
The EIR analyzes the impacts of the Delta Plan and provides mitigation 
for those impacts; it does not analyze or mitigate the impacts of ongoing 
operations and programs in the Delta (except through its analysis of the 
No Project Alternative, as described in Master Response 1). The Delta 
Plan is intended to further the coequal goals, which encompass reducing 
flood risk. This is, therefore, a comment on the project, not on the EIR.  

Response to comment I101-9 
To the extent that this comment concerns the merits of the Delta Plan, it is 
a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Regarding the EIR’s 
assumption that the Delta Plan will be implemented, please see Master 
Response 2. 

Response to comment I101-10  
Regarding the EIR’s approach to analysis of environmental impacts, 
including those of the specific projects named in the Delta Plan, please see 
Master Response 2. To the extent this comment concerns the merits of the 
Delta Plan, it is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-11 
Please see Master Response 2. As described in Section 2B of the Draft 
Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does not propose or 
contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities. Rather, through 
the Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to influence the 
actions, activities, and/or projects of other agencies, the details of which 
would be under the jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will 
propose them in the future and conduct future environmental review. To 
the extent known, projects that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan are 
named in the EIR. In addition, types of projects that may be encouraged 
by the Delta Plan are identified. Accordingly, in the absence of specific 
proposed physical projects, this EIR makes a good faith effort to disclose 
the potentially significant environmental effects of the types of projects 
that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan and to identify program-level 
mitigation measures. Impacts on each of the potentially affected resources 
areas are analyzed at a program level in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR. 
In terms of Delta flood risk, the EIR determined that potential impacts 
from projects encouraged by the Delta Plan could be significant in impacts 
5-1, 5-2, 5-4, and 5-5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-12 
Please see Master Response 2 and the response to comment I102-11. As 
described on page 2B-3 of the Draft Program EIR, analogous information 
from referenced EIRs and EISs were used to provide information about 
potential impacts and mitigation measures. 



 

 

Response to comment I101-13  
Please refer to Master Response 2 and the response to comment I101-12 
regarding the EIR’s use of analogous projects in its analysis of 
environmental impacts. The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable 
future project that is not part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the 
Department of Water Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The 
cumulative impacts of the proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the 
impact of the proposed BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-14  
Under CEQA, an EIR must analyze a project’s significant adverse impacts 
on the physical environment, regardless of whether the project would also 
have environmental or other benefits. As described page 5-11 of the 
Recirculated Draft Program EIR, constructing setback levees or relocating 
levees could remove some water storage space from the floodplain by 
replacing areas currently within the floodplain with larger levees. 
Construction of new levees could cause water to accumulate on the land 
side of the new levee rather than against the original levee and flood areas 
not previously at risk of flooding. Therefore, although modified or new 
levees could provide benefits to some areas, other areas could have more 
potential flood risk than under existing conditions; and these impacts 
could potentially be significant. 

Response to comment I101-15  
The Delta Plan would not change the physical condition of agricultural 
drainage as compared to existing conditions. CEQA requires the EIR to 
consider all of the Delta Plan’s potential adverse environmental impacts, 
included those related to runoff and drainage; its analysis does not assume 
“conventional” drainage systems. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-16 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment I101-17 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-18  
The EIR addresses the Delta Plan’s potential impacts related to flood risk 
in the delta using thresholds developed from Appendix G of the CEQA 
Guidelines, as described in Master Response 2. The inclusion of 
thresholds for which the Delta Plan will not have an impact does not 
undermine that analysis. Furthermore, inundation by seiche in the Delta 
resulting from a seismic event is an actual risk. 

Response to comment I101-19  
As described in Subsection 2.3 of Section 2B and in Master Response 4, 
agencies undertaking covered actions must incorporate mitigation 
measures identified in the EIR into any covered action in order for any 
such covered action to be consistent with the Delta Plan. However, given 
the variety of covered actions, it is frequently not clear that the identified 
measures will be fully feasible and effective for every possible action. 
Moreover, for noncovered actions, the Delta Stewardship Council lacks 
authority to require that other agencies to adopt any particular mitigation. 
For these reasons, the Draft Program EIR concludes that each potentially 
significant environmental impact will be significant and unavoidable. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-20  
Please see the responses to the preceding comments. 

Response to comment I101-21  
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding the level of detail provided 
for the analysis of alternatives. 

Response to comment I101-22  
Please refer to Master Response No. 3. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-23  
Regarding the development and selection of alternatives for consideration 
in the EIR, please refer to Master Response 3.  

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-24  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment I101-25  
Please see Master Response 3 regarding the selection of the 
environmentally superior alternative. Regarding Alternative 3, the quoted 
paragraph is consistent with the EIR’s description of the alternative, which 
would focus levee improvements on agricultural land and provide less 
emphasis to protecting other land uses (see DPEIR at 2A-103). As 
discussed in Master Response 3 and Section 25 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR, the Revised Project (the Final Draft Delta Plan) is environmentally 
superior to Alternative 2 because Alternative 2 would cause more 
uncertainty regarding water supply and more conversion of agricultural 
land to non-agricultural uses than the Revised Project. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-26  
Regarding the level of detail provided in the EIR, please refer to Master 
Response 2. The portion of this comment concerning the merits of the 
Delta Plan is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-27  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Regarding the EIR’s 
treatment of the benefits of projects under the Delta Plan, please see 
response to comment I101-14. 

Response to comment I101-28  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Regarding the EIR’s 
treatment of the benefits of projects under the Delta Plan, please see 
response to comment I101-14. 

Response to comment I101-29 
Please see responses to the preceding comments on the listed topics. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I101-30  
Please see responses to comments I101-23 and I101-25. 

Response to comment I101-31  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I101-32  
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
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- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
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No comments 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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- n/a - 
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